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Jeanine Townsend, Clerk to the Board
State Water Resources Control Board SWRCB EXECUTIVE
1001 I Street, 24™ Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Proposed Revisions to the Water Quality Enforcement Policy
Dear Ms. Townsend:

We are writing to express strong opposition to the proposal to limit supplemental
environmental projects (SEPs). We are including some specific examples as to
why we believe that discretion on SEPs must be left with the Regional Water
Boards who now use them as important community-enhancing regulatory
mechanisms.

We have experience with successful SEPs, including giving an educational
presentation requested by the State Water Resources Control Board’s (State Water
Board) enforcement personnel in 2004 This presentation was attended by
members of the State Water Board’s enforcement personnel and several Regional
Water Boards. It was apparent at the time SEPs had a valuable place in the
enforcement process. We believe SEPs serve to strengthen organizational and
personal relationships in our watershed. We believe the formula of limiting them
t0 75% of the tota! fine amount is a policy that works and should not be changed.
While the occasional abuse of this system must be discouraged, we think this is a
case of something not broken that requires no fix.

Even though it offers some shelter, SEPs do not completely eliminate public
scrutiny or accountability. No matter the cause, violations are serious blemishes
on the records of public employees and the district’s boards of directors. These
events provide ample existing deterrents that require no enhancement as
suggested in the draft guidance. Benefits for not changing the current SEP policy
are listed as follows.

For public agencies, SEPs provide an important mechanism for keeping local
ratepayer dollars within the community and ensuring that the public that pays the
fine receives some of the benefit.

Without exception sanitary agencies all have goals to first and foremost protect
public health and the environment. Notably, SEPs provide a vehicle for the




